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[Appearing below are extracts from an interview on the program "Pulso Electoral," Television
Panamericana, Lima, Oct. 30. The interview was rebroadcast by the BBC on Nov. 2, 1992. LADB
does not assume responsibility for the translation.] Jaime de Althaus (Chief Editor of Expreso):
Mr. President, you just said you were in Huanta. Two days ago you were in Huallao, and you
even spent the night there. You helped build a roof with the community residents. That was a
very praiseworthy gesture. However, we have recently been informed of a tragedy. There was a
terrorist attack on Huallao, and 11 residents were killed. The weapons you distributed were even
taken from them. In one of our previous editorials, we had suggested the need to distribute not
only weapons to the peasant self-defense groups but also communication equipment, radios or
telephones to warn the armed forces when they were under attack. We had pointed out that it
would have been a more appropriate gift to distribute among the community. What happened?
You had recently been there. Was there inadequate communication with the armed forces? Was
the issue neglected? Do they not have any communication systems, radios and so on? What is really
happening? Fujimori: This is what is really happening. If you really know the mountain range, the
Alta Puna region, communication in there is very difficult. The isolation of the communities there
is really something terrible. Obviously, improved communications could solve and avoid these
misfortunes. In spite of that, and even if they had communications equipment, it can be predicted
that there will be more attacks. Of course, the Shining Path issue is not solved merely because we
have been able to capture Abimael Guzman or the high command, or because the President of
the Republic visits a community. We expect some attacks. But what is definite is that there is an
offensive policy against Shining Path as well as the Tupac Amaru Revolutionary Movement [MRTA].
It is deplorable that this still happens. I even foresee more attacks. We have been at war for 12
years, and Shining Path has been allowed to wage the war for 11 of those 12 years, right? That is
why I openly criticize the two previous administrations, which left the territory of Peru in Shining
Path hands. We must now recover the territory and we are recovering it. Recovering that territory
involves hard work. Huallao is really the border between the state zone and the Shining Pathdominated zone. In other words, Shining Path is in Huallao's mountainous area. We are organizing
an offensive in that zone.[...] Augusto Alvarez Rodrich (editor-in-chief of the Apoyo group, Debate,
Peru Economico and Semana Economica): Mr. President, you reminded us a few moments ago
that you were undoubtedly a surprise in the 1990 elections. That is why I now ask you is there a
possibility of another surprise in these elections, meaning the surprise that the government, the
executive branch, does not achieve a majority in this [constituent] congress? In that context, you
said the following this week, "The executive branch must achieve a majority or the country would
be ungovernable. We would return to the situation that existed before 5th April." What did you
mean by that? Is it possible that if the congress is hostile towards your policy or tries to accuse you
of dissolving the congress on 5th April, would you again consider the possibility of dissolving the
congress in 1994? Fujimori: Well, we must adjust the answer to the context of the question. I have
said it is highly unlikely, and this is a hypothetical case, that the government will not achieve a
majority, because there is a clear identification between the government's position and the hopes
of the vast majority of the Peruvian people. Therefore, it would be a contradiction if the results
©2011 The University of New Mexico,
Latin American & Iberian Institute.
All rights reserved.

Page 1 of 6

LADB Article Id: 058643
ISSN: 1060-4189

do not reflect this identification. I believe the identification will be emphasized even more in a
matter of weeks. It is already a fact that has been proved, for example, with 70% of the valid votes in
Huancayo. So this speculation is only possible within the context of esoteric discussions. I think it is
totally unreal and does not reflect our present situation. I do not think the congress should adopt a
submissive attitude towards the executive branch. The congress has its own functions. I have never
failed to respect the legislature, but I have certainly criticized useless parliamentary actions. Frankly,
I do not believe the Peruvian people will vote for a situation like the one that existed before 5th
April. Alvarez: I will rephrase the same question. What will occur, even in the extreme case that
you say is highly unlikely, if you do not achieve a majority? Or what will happen if you achieve a
majority but later realize that the majority which supports you does not work efficiently, does not
approve laws and so on? Would you consider the possibility of closing the legislature again any
time before 1995? Fujimori: Well, following the April 5th experience, there is a firm belief among
the people that the state organizations should be renewed, should fulfill their functions and should
support Peru's development. I do not think this congress will again become what I call an ineffectual
institution. I believe there is a trend, and it is proved by all the independent lists and the support
given to Jaime Yoshiyama and Change 90. Obviously the pressure exerted by the people for the
legislature to begin to work on its own will be strong. A situation like the one you mentioned is
thus ruled out. I believe the people are now fully aware of the role they can play. Fernando Viana
(director of Ojo): The Peruvian Market Research Company, a competitor of Apoyo, has just carried
out a nationwide poll that used a sample of 2,300 people. According to this poll, 53.1% of the people
are in favor of your re-election as president and 40.5% are against it. [...] Would you agree to being
re-elected for a new term as president? Fujimori: That is not for me to say because I cannot be
subject and object at the same time. I think this will be an issue that will be discussed constantly
because the fact that the President enjoys the backing of the majority of the population apparently
has made many people nervous. I will concern myself with the more important issues of solving the
problems of the population. This concern should be ahead of any concern about election matters.
That matter will be discussed at a suitable moment. Why speculate about this? The people will
decide on this once the constitution is subjected to a referendum. Viana: Well, let us move to more
interesting issues, as you say. On April 5th you decided to dissolve congress and to reorganize
the judicial branch, which is being reorganized again. You have not yet told the country the real
reasons for making that decision.[...] Could you tell us how you made that decision and why?
Fujimori: Everyone knows the reasons. I can explain briefly that Congress had tied the hands of the
government and blocked the program aimed at promoting the country. It was understandably tying
the hands of the government because it knew that we were prepared to struggle openly against all
kinds of privileges. Sterile parliamentary politics and the ruling of parties have caused more harm
than good to the country. The people are aware of this. There was a political system that had led
the country to poverty and stagnation by various means, be they economic problems, corruption
in the judicial branch or terrorism. I believe, and I am ratifying this position, that the drastic
measures that were adopted were necessary. I wonder what would have happened to the country
if we had been unable progressively to cut off the corruption problems at their roots. This has not
been completely accomplished, obviously. It will not be accomplished in a matter of months, but
what would have happened if we had not had the counter-terrorist laws which were promulgated
after April 5th? Abimael Guzman would probably be free.[...] Guido Lombardi (host of television
program "Pulso Electoral" and interview moderator): Mr. President, although there are no polls
on the issue of Peru's announced plan to renounce [in the sense of give notice of the termination
of Peru's adherence to] the San Jose Human Rights Pact, there has been a broad national debate
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and many media sources have rejected that possibility. Has the decision been made, is it being
evaluated, or are you considering the arguments that have emerged from this debate? Fujimori:
In reality, I made the proposal and there have been counter-proposals and an enhancement of
elements to arrive at the same point. Happily, there is a consensus on the implementation of the
death penalty. We, I personally, have a very clear goal in mind. We must find the mechanisms with
which to effectively implement the death penalty in the cases of these terrorist leaders. It would
be, I will say it simply, it would be completely stupid for Peru to maintain Abimael Guzman and
some of his leaders from the Shining Path hierarchy in prison for life. Unfortunately, we did not
have the elements with which to sentence him to death, but I believe he fully deserves that and I will
make every effort, I say it openly, to find mechanisms which are not open to question with which to
apply the death penalty. Lombardi: Mechanisms which do not necessarily include renouncing the
San Jose Human Rights Pact? Fujimori: Mechanisms, I repeat, that have been enhanced. I am not
even dismissing the possibility that there may be a referendum on the implementation of the death
penalty and I am certain that the results would by far surpass the 53.1% that is spoken of now.[...] De
Althaus: Mr. President, returning to the issue of the presidential re-election. The New Majority list,
specifically Jaime Yoshiyama, said the other day in an interview that his list had discussed the issue
and had decided against proposing the presidential re-election issue at the CCD. They, however,
somehow hinted at the possibility that if the people were to request it that would be something
else. How would the people request it? Through one of these polls that you say are really not very
important and should not be taken very seriously? However, in the event a way were to be found
for the people to request it, we could end up in a situation in which we would have convoked the
CCD and prepared a new constitution, largely in order to disguise the true plan, which was to
achieve the president's re-election. This would pose a very serious problem of undermining the
value of the new constitution; it would undermine the consensus and the possibility of stability in
the future, because it would appear to be a disguise for an ulterior motive. The constitution would
be questioned and probably abolished. Therefore, to achieve personal ambition the country's
political stability would be sacrificed. Does this not seem a very dangerous and irresponsible game?
Fujimori: I totally disagree with your assertions to the effect that the value of the constitution would
be undermined because there are certain concepts that will renew the 1979 constitution completely.
The procedure that is under way, the steps that are being followed to approve the constitution, apart
from the re-election issue, are totally democratic. Even if the constitutional proposal approved by
the CCD is subjected to a referendum, why should we take from it the value the people give it?
Or is it that we only want to make democracy with the party hierarchies? Let us make democracy
with the people. That is the value of this new constitution and of this new congress. Any new,
renewing, revolutionary element, if you will, that is included in the constitution and is supported
by the people constitutes a means of making democracy. I repeat, I do not want to discuss the reelection issue, only general issues. Alvarez: Mr. President, the situation of rupture of the state
of law seems to be ending and the final date could be December 30th, when the CCD will be set
up. I would like to ask you what is your evaluation of this nine-month period, specifically, what
were the main achievements of this process? What objectives were reached that would not have
been possible under the previous state of things? For example, do you believe it would have been
impossible to arrest Abimael Guzman, which is one of your government's most outstanding and
clear achievements, in a situation where Congress existed? Fujimori: Mainly peace efforts. I wonder
what would have happened had we not implemented controls on the jails, imposed authority in
the universities, recovered many cities in the countryside. Many of those measures were in breach
of the 1979 constitution. I violated the concept of university autonomy, I distributed weapons in
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opposition to Congress. The achievements on the subject of peace efforts would have been difficult
had we not taken those actions. Of course Abimael Guzman's arrest is not directly related to the
measure adopted on April 5th, but after that date we were able to issue the necessary laws that
have made it possible to punish Guzman and his collaborators with life imprisonment. Had nothing
happened on April 5th, we simply would still be discussing whether he should be condemned or
not, or whether or not he is responsible for the charges brought against him, as occurred with the
Supreme Court when he was tried in absentia. In that sense, one of the main achievements has been
the advancements made in the peace efforts. It has been said that there was a setback in response to
a dictatorship, which resulted in car bombs, and so on. I have insisted, however, that the evaluation
of the peace efforts should not be based on the number of bomb attacks, but on the identification
and of the closeness between the citizens and the state. In that sense, I think there has been a
tremendous advancement. It has always been said that national unity is necessary to fight terrorism.
After April 5th, there has been a feeling, which I believe is real, of national unity. There have been
differences with political leaders, who of course will always oppose this government, which wants to
take away the privileges they have always enjoyed. That is one of the achievements. Of course, with
the achievements in the area of peace efforts, the economic program can be developed under better
conditions. The economic program is not an isolated topic. Alvarez: Economy Minister Bolona seems
to disagree with that. He said recently, "I believe that the action taken on April 5th was not aimed at
improving or strengthening the economic program, but to carry out other reforms." He added that,
undoubtedly, the economic program had faced pressures as a result of the institutional reforms. He
assumes that part of the problems affecting the program is due to the April 5th action. Do you agree?
Fujimori: Well, that is correct in some respects, but the balance is positive. What we are seeking
with the implementation of the economic plan is to increase investments by creating a climate
of confidence. I do not think an economic plan, regardless of how perfect it may be, can function
within a climate of terrorism. That simply is not possible. Therefore, I repeat, the balance from that
viewpoint is also positive. We have taken risks and have suffered some setbacks but, I repeat, it was
necessary to get rid of the inefficient and corrupt system. For example, who would have purged the
judicial branch? The previous congress or any other system? Everything was handled in accordance
with the interests of certain groups. We have not achieved our objective totally. I hear complaints
in the provinces, but the steps we have taken are giving gradual results. Viana: President Fujimori,
with all respect, for a while you have been repeating a huge contradiction. You say that the CCD will
vote on a law that will allow Guzman to be executed by a firing-squad and to allow, hypothetically,
a president to be re-elected if he stands for re-election. I believe, however, that it is now, with many
if not all of the constitution's articles suspended after April 5th, that you could execute Guzman
and you could re-elect yourself, and stay in power however long you liked because at this moment
democracy as such does not exist there is no separation of powers. From January 1, 1993, and while
the CCD lasts and until this new constitution is approved with a new executive branch, these laws
cannot be made retroactive, and neither you nor any other president will be able to execute Guzman
retroactively, nor will you be able to be re-elected, because that is not retroactive. Do you see the
contradiction? Do you believe the contradiction exists or am I wrong? Fujimori: With the same
respect and frankness, you are indeed mistaken. Do you know why? Allow me to refresh your
memory. The government over which I preside assumed a commitment with the country and with
the international community in the Bahamas. In the Bahamas we harshly criticized the ruling of
parties and pointed out clearly which chapters and articles of the 1979 constitution were suspended.
This referred to the legislative branch, the judicial branch, the magistracy advisory board, and so
on, and the rest would be respected. These articles have remained intact and these are the ones
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ruling at this moment, otherwise there would be chaos without any rules. The Bahamas document is
exact in this respect and I refer to this to say that this simply does not apply. Viana: You can make an
agreement abroad but this is not an agreement in Peru. You could call all political parties and say I
declare the following articles suspended and I execute Guzman and avoid the retroactivity problem.
Fujimori: I could do that with the people, but not with the party leadership, which represent 5%
to 8%. That is why I could do this with the people and that is why I said recently I would hold a
referendum. Viana: Are the gentlemen taking part in the CCD party leaders or people? Fujimori:
Well, most of the leadership has abstained intentionally from participating in the elections. Viana:
But the CCD has a sort of disguised leadership? Fujimori: At this moment I would prefer not to
make any distinction between whether there are any leaders or not. Federico Salazar Bustamante
(Radio Programas del Peru): You said that your government did not have the necessary elements
to sentence the subversive leaders to death. Your government, however, had the power delegated
by the previous Congress to legislate on pacification, but your government did not propose any
of these possibilities. Then came the April 5th institutional coup and once again no legislation, no
decree was created for a far harsher term than life imprisonment. In fact, even life imprisonment
came rather late and, if Abimael Guzman had been captured a little earlier, perhaps not even life
imprisonment could have been passed as a sentence because of the retroactivity problem. Which
do you believe, there was little hope for his capture or your government had an improvisation
problem? Fujimori: Let me first clarify that we were delegated the power to legislate but Congress
never passed legislation on this topic; there never was a proposal. Congress neglected to fulfil its
legislative power on such an important topic as the pacification. For 11 years, congress legislated
on absolutely nothing and, when we proposed the 127 legislative decrees, what did congress do?
Congress sabotaged most of them. Many of those decrees were distorted and were made practically
inapplicable or ineffective. Salazar: Wasn't there a proposal for constitutional reform to allow the
application of the death sentence, for which the 1979 constitution already provides? Not even life
imprisonment was proposed. Fujimori: I am very pragmatic when it comes to this. Do you really
believe that with that elephant-like congress we had before April 5th, it was feasible to effect a
deep reform, when it took three days of discussions to change the word Cusco to Cosco? How many
laws did that congress produce? You count how many laws congress produced. We can expect
absolutely nothing. This is the reality all the people recognize.[...] Now, concerning the issue of the
death penalty, we are not the only ones who are tied. We are tied down, because evidently nobody
thought before that there was a need to apply drastic measures. The issue of terrorism was handled
softly, in an irresponsible manner. I have said this before. The two previous administrations had
opportunities to capture Abimael Guzman. Nonetheless, there was not enough determination
and courage to do it. Salazar: Tell us more about that. Fujimori: No, this is not the right time to
discuss that. There are documents that show this clearly. The problem is that we are tied down
by international treaties signed precisely by those administrations. So, what do we want? Salazar:
That is precisely what I mean when I speak of improvisations. Would it not have been best if first
we had renounced the San Jose Human Rights Pact in order to propose later the legislation in the
country? Fujimori: But how can you say there was no planning if weeks before Abimael Guzman
was captured we had issued this law on treason to the fatherland and life imprisonment? We issued
this in due time. We have not applied a single measure in a retroactive manner. Lombardi: Mr.
President, you have said that with the support of the people you could do it, clearly referring to
the death penalty. The word referendum has been mentioned several times. Nonetheless, the
referendum is not provided for in Peruvian legislation and there are no mechanisms, except for
the polls that are not formal mechanisms, to learn of the people's opinion. What mechanisms for
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participation by the people do you think should be incorporated into the new constitution? Fujimori:
It must be a referendum by the people on certain concepts that go beyond the particular situation
of the nation. I wish we could hold, for example, an honest referendum, to coincide with November
22nd, if possible, so the people can say if they agree or disagree with the death penalty. It would be
very interesting. I am sure the death penalty would receive the approval of 80% of the people. That
could be one mechanism. The referendum mechanism is used in Switzerland, the United States and
everywhere else.[...]

-- End --
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